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YEP, IT’S HIM-PATHOLOGISTS RELEASE OSWALD REPORT by Gary Mack 


More than two years after the October 4, 1981 ex- 
humation, a final report has been written by the foren- 
sic pathology team. It reaffirms the original conclu- 
sion that the body was, in fact, that of the Lee Harvey 
Oswald who enlisted in the Marine Corps in 1956. 

But the report also locates an “autopsy saw cut,” or 
craniotomy, that other trained observers did not see. 
As disclosed in Coverups early last year, morticians 
Paul Groody and Alan Baumgardner, who buried 
Oswald in 1963 and assisted during the exhumation, 
saw no evidence of a craniotomy. Without that stan- 
dard cut, which Dr. Earl Rose performed to remove the 
brain, the exhumed skull could not possibly be that of 
the man killed by Jack Ruby; and if that proves true, 
then the military records supplied to the pathology 
team by the government must be fakes. 

The nineteen page report appears in the January 
1984 issue of the Journal of Forensic Sciences, a pro- 
fessional publication of the American Academy of 
Forensic Sciences. Accompanying the report are 4 
tables, 2 diagrams and 13 photographs. Dr. Linda Nor- 
ton, who headed the team, wrote and revised the report 
with the approval of the other members: Drs. Cottone, 
Sopher and DiMaio. Sopher and DiMaio are on the 
Journal’s editorial board, as is Warren Commission 
critic Cyril Wecht. 

Section one, Historical Background and Legal Pro- 
ceedings, is a straightforward retelling of the major 
events up to the exhumation. But there are also two 
significant errors and a surprising suspicion about the 
Texas court system. 

The first mistake is the location of the Oswald 
shooting, which was the basement of the City Jail, not 
the “Dallas County Jail.” While it has no bearing on 
the exhumation results, the error certainly does not in- 
still confidence in the “experts.” 

But the second mistake is more substantial and 
could be perceived as an effort to denigrate Michael 
Eddowes, the attorney and one time British In- 



Lee Harvey Oswald at 19: a U.S. 
Marine in California. 



Lee and Marina Oswald pose for a portrait in a Dallas photo booth soon 
after their 1962 arrival from the Soviet Union. 


telligence expert who has pursued the imposter theory 
for more than a decade. The report refers to the 
numerous physical discrepancies and their history as 
“what Eddowes called inconsistencies.” 

In a recent phone conversation, Eddowes expressed 
outrage at the authors’ implication that the discrepan- 
cies were just a characterization. “They are dif- 
ferences anyone would notice and were more than suf- 
ficient to raise reasonable doubt among experts, in- 
cluding Dr. Petty” he explained. Petty is the Dallas 
County Medical Examiner for whom Norton worked. 
County officials put pressure on him and he ultimately 
backed out of the exhumation proceedings. Norton, at 
the time of the exhumation, had become Medical Ex- 
aminer for Birmingham, Alabama. 

Eddowes also emphatically denied the report’s 
statement that Dr. Felix Gwozdz, the Tarrant County 
(Fort Worth) Medical Examiner, had refused an ex- 
humation. Instead, Gwozdz had agreed by the late 
1970s, but had been denied permission by Marguerite 
Oswald, who ten years earlier had failed in her own at- 
tempt to have her son exhumed. Gwozdz died a year or 
so before the exhumation. 
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While the report accurately lists the many legal 
maneuvers prior to the exhumation, the authors ex- 
pressed some surprise that following a restraining 
order in a Fort Worth court, a lawsuit filed by Marina 
Oswald Porter “by remarkable coincidence... became 
randomly assigned to” the same court. It was, and still 
is, amazing that all the relevant legal decisions which 
prevented exhumation were made in the same court by 
the same judge, even though in Texas cases are sup- 
posedly assigned on a random, rotation basis. 

In the report’s second section, Preparations for Ex- 
humation and Examination, there’s a diagram of the 
Pathology Lab at Dallas’ Baylor University, site of the 
study. It was here that crucial dental x-rays were made 
for comparison with Oswald’s military x-rays. 



But despite the presence of a develooing unit the 
x-rays were processed and studied in a different room 
on a different floor. And at one point, some were 
forgotten and left apparently unattended! Security 
guard John Cullins, then a personal friend of Marins 
and not pan of Baylor security, was asked to retreive 
;!®" n ra ] s; he burs * out of the lab, raced upstairs and 

fmi rhl d + m ° mSnt -r S u ater Wlth severai x-rays, including a 
full chest view. The report makes no mention of such 

one V ’ e ' ther 3n °' d ° ne fr0m the Marines or a new 
The point is that the diagram implies the x-rays were 
deve'operi and examined in the same room. They were 
not. And even though the report states “Security was 
of paramount importance,” some of the crucial 
n,,y ,eft u " auarded - <•»» «£ 


Section three of the report, The Exhumation, is a two 
paragraph description of the events at Rose Hill 
Cemetery on the east side of Fort Worth. The authors 
confirmed that part of the casket had caved in, expos- 
ing some of the body to view. 

The next section covers the External Examination. 
The body was left in the coffin and measured at 5-9 Vs 
from “superior skuli to heel region on the left.” There 
was no explanation why the height was not also 
measured along the right leg for comparison. 

Since height was the most consistent discrepancy, 
the team’s failure to fully document the length of the 
corpse is absolutely inexcusable. I suspect that if a 
length of 5-10 or longer had been found they quickly 
would have measured along the right side to see if it 
was closer to the “official” Dallas Police height of 5-9. 

According to the report, the “lower extremities 
(were) extended and straight.” Other sentences and 
descriptions indicate the skin, though decomposed in 
some areas, was still strong enough to hold the body 
together. But no comparative measurement was 
made. 

The pathologists did measure the right tibia as 15 in- 
ches which, when applied to standard data for white 
males at that time, indicated an average body height of 
5-8%. But this so-called evidence only clouds the real 
issue. The height of an average male with a 15 inch 
lower leg is totally irrelevant to the question which led 
to the exhumation: How could the Marine Oswald of 
5-11 be measured on several occasions at 5-9 after 
spending three years in Russia? 

Note, too, that the left side measurement was from 
the top of the skull to the “heel region,” not the bottom 
of the heel. Would that have added an extra inch or so? 
The report mentions that no shoes were on the corpse, 
so that possible excuse cannot apply. 

Some might take the 5-9% measurement and com- 
pare it to the 5-8% estimate and conclude that after 18 
years a minor variation is reasonable or even expected. 
Yet the report makes no such assumption! The data is 
presented without comment. Regardless of how the 
craniotomy controversy is settled, if ever, the treat- 
ment of body length by the pathologists is nothing 
short of disgraceful and, at the very least hiqhly 
suspect. 

As for the craniotomy, the report devotes three 
sentences: “A previous autopsy saw cut in the usual 
fashion was present on the calvarium with an anterior 
inverted V-notch in the right frontal region. The 
calvarium was maintained in continuity with the re- 
mainder of the skull by virtue of decomposed mum- 
mified tissue. The previously sawed calvarium was not 
separated nor was it easiiy dislodged.” 

There is no doubt whatsoever that the report’s main 
author, Linda Norton, knew about the craniotomy 
issue— yet the report ignores it and relates facts and 
information that apparently did not surface durinq the 
examination. 

in March 1983 the court reporter, hired by one of 
Marina’s attorneys, Jerry Pittman, told him that there 
was no reference to a craniotomy or any skull marks by 
the pathologists. And according to Cullins who has 
twice reviewed the color video tapes of the examina- 
tion, the audio recording has no such comment either 
So new questions arise about whether the cut was 
seen or not. And who noted the distinctive “V-notch” 




and its location? How could the cut edges have been 
hidden by “mummified tissue” when other observers, 
confirmed by the tapes, watched the skull being clean- 
ed off to the bone with a brush. And how could the 
skullcap not have been “easily dislodged” when no at- 
tempt was made to do so? Interestingly, the report 
makes no mention of the skull cleaning. 

The next two sections detail the Dental Examination 
and Comparison without noting how many x-rays or 
photographs were taken. The pathologists posed two 
questions and attempted to answer both. They failed. 

The first was to determine the date of the Marine 
Corps x-rays, which had been obtained from govern- 
ment files in St. Louis by Dr. Morton when she was 
employed by Dallas County under Dr. Petty. Apparent- 
ly the x-rays were undated! 

From other records supplied by the government, Nor- 
ton learned that dental x-rays had been taken on two 
dates: October 25, 1956 and March 27, 1958. Both ses- 
sions were in San Diego. But for comparison purposes 
at Baylor, only the latter radiographs were used. The 
report offers no explanation for ignoring the 1956 
x-rays. Again, this is another incredible omission, for 
the identity questions specifically concern the Oswald 
who entered the Marines compared with the one who 
returned from Russia. Some of the 1958 x-rays appear 
in the report, but the 1956 x-rays do not. 

The second question was really a two-parter: Could 
the six different inconsistencies be explained and 
could the records be authenticated? Not surprisingly, 
the differences were attributed mostly to the “many 
different practitioners in the military.” But the report 
does not reproduce any of the original dental charts or 
reports, so there’s no way to know how many dentists 
Oswald had. 

Nor is it fair to assume that they made some rather 
glaring errors. For example, the maxillary right third 
molar (number 1, Universal system) was noted as miss- 
ing on some reports. But the dental pathologists found 
it was “unerupted,” or hadn’t yet come out and “is not 


normally found in the. ..view used.” 

Another error was attributed to mistaking one tooth 
for an adjacent tooth on the chart! Are we really sup- 
posed to believe that the Marine Corps builds men and 
trains sharpshooters but can’t locate a cavity? 

The report adds “After much study of the dental 
records, it was decided independently by each team 
member that the dental records were authentic and 
could be used to support an identification.” Such a 
cleverly written summary! The doctors had decided 
that the available records matched the body exhumed 
at Rose Hill, but nowhere is there any proof that the 
records are those of the Oswald who enlisted. The very 
crux of the issue had been neatly sidestepped. “Based 
upon the consistency of the dental charting, the dental 
radiographs, the dental records and the lack of any 
unexplainable, inconsistent items, positive dental 
identification was made.” Indeed! 

The final section is the Summary and Conclusion, in 
which the basic information given at the news con- 
ference was repeated and the fact that it was the real 
Oswald “was based upon comparison of the post- 
mortem dental findings with existing antemortem den- 
tal charts and radiographs. The left mastoidectomy 
defect also correlated with the antemortem medical 
records.” In other words, the body matched the stuff 
supplied by the government. 

The left and right mastoid areas are shown 
elsewhere in this article. Both appear as they would in 
life and, according to medical books and Dr. Earl Rose 
himself, the craniotomy cut has to be within 1 inch of 
the mastoid. Just above the arrow is a narrow line. 
That is not the saw cut. It’s too steep and is not con- 
tinued on the other side of the ruler. Nor is there a line 
of any kind on the right side of the skull. If the exhum- 
ed skull had a craniotomy, the photos in the report do 
not show it. 

Again according to Cullins, over 100 still photos 
were taken of the skull and teeth. Norton, who had 
possession of those pictures for over two years (and 
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may still have them), knew of the controversy yet chose 
photos that do not reveal the cut. Or was there no cut 
to be seen? 

Another intriguing piece of evidence is the short in- 
cisor tooth visible in only two Oswald photographs. It 
appears rather short and pointed, but when compared 
to the exhumed skull, seems to be longer and less 
pointed. While not yet a significant issue, this odd 
tooth could have been addressed by the pathologists, 
but they may not have been aware of these two smiley 
photos. 




So who is really buried in Oswald’s grave? Marina 
has filed suit to regain the video tapes, former friend 
John Cullins says he’s not involved with the dispute, 
cameraman Hampton Hall believes he owns the tapes! 
and his father, a longtime Texas politico, wants legal’ 
jurisdiction transferred to his home county of 
Rockwall. Marina lives there, too. 

Meanwhile, Norton has returned to Dallas in private 
practice as a consultant and has an office one floor 
below that of her good friend Jerry Pittman. Eddowes 
who is paying the cost of Marina’s suit, stays in a 
Dallas hotel room wondering if he’ll ever see the day 
when his questions are answered. 

Incidentally, back issues of the Journal are $19 each 
However, requests for reprints may be addressed to- 
James A. Cottone, DMD, MS 
Department of Dental Diagnostic Science 
University of Texas Health Science Center at San An- 
tonio Dental School 
7703 Floyd Curl Dr. 

San Antonio, TX 78284 


DTH 2-8-81; 

Oswald’s widow 
sues to block 


exhumation tapes 

The widow of accused presidential as- 
sassin Lee Harvey Oswald is suing the 
son of a Texas congressman to prevent 
his “private and personal” use of video- 
tapes taken of Oswald’s exhumation. 

Court documents filed on behalf of 
Marina Oswald Porter and British author 
Michael Eddowes alleged Hampton Hall 
and another defendant violated the pri- 
vacy of Mrs. Porter, now married to Tex- 
as contractor Kenneth Porter. 

"The' defendants for a fee agreed to 
private videotaping services of the exhu- 
mation and autopsy of one Lee Harvey 
Oswald." the suit alleged." 

But the defendants — Johrt Cullins 
and Hall, son of Rep. Ralph Hall. D-Tex- 
355 — refused to return the material, 
which included photographs and other 
documents of the man who it is believed 
shot President John F. Kennedy in Dal- 
las on Nov. 22. 1963. 

Instead, the tapes were “converted to 
their private and personal use.” the suit 
alleged. The document did not elaborate. 

In addition to the tapes themselves, 

Mrs. Porter demanded “reasonable” legal 

“I have no comment whatsoever at this 
lime.” said Hampfon Hall, who did the 
actual taping. 

DMN 2-7-84 

Marina Oswald sues 2 men 
to gain exhumation records 


The former wife of accused pres- 
idential assassin Lee Harvey 
Oswald filed suit in state district 
court in Dallas Monday seeking to 
force two Rockwall men to surren- 
der videotapes and photographs of 
Oswald's 1981 exhumation and au- 
topsy. 

Marina Oswald Porter contends 
in the suit that she and British au- 
thor Michael H.B. Eddowes paid 
Hampton Hall and John Norman 
Collins to record the October 1981 
exhumation and autopsy, but never 
received the recordings. 

Hall and Collins could not be 
reached for comment Monday. 

Oswald was shot to death by 


nightclub owner Jack Ruby two 
days after President John F. Ken- 
nedy was killed on Nov. 22, 1963. 

Mrs. Porter had Oswald’s body 
exhumed to dispel Eddowes' theory 
that a Soviet spy was buried in 
Oswald’s gravS. 

An autopsy conducted by a team 
of pathologists at Baylor University 
Medical Center in Dallas con- 
cluded that the body exhumed was 
that of Oswald. 

Mrs. Porter’s lawsuit contends 
that the recordings of the exhuma- 
tion and autopsy are her property 
and are being illegally kept by Hall 
and Collins to be used for their per- 
sonal benefit 


DMN 3-2-84 
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WELL. HE’S CERTAINLY QUALIFIED, BUT 
CAN HE TYPE?: Among those running for Tar- 
rant County sheriff this go-round is Pat Kirk- 
wood. Cowtown's onetime original beatnik who 
operated the infamous Cellar nightclub 
through the 1960s and into the 1970s. 

The famous after-hours place was men- 
tioned repeatedly in the Warren Commission 
report as it was the hangout for Secret Service 
men during the evening before the Kennedy 
assassination. The commission seemed in- 
trigued with the Cellar because Jack Ruby on 
several occasions hired away Kirkwood’s wai- 
tresses to be strippers. 
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Hoover Dammed 
Kennedy Probe 

By Earl Golz 


Dallas 

T HE CONTROVERSY over John 
F. Kennedy's assassination has 
persisted through two decades, 
three government investigations, and a 
multitude of probes by private 


weeks after the assassination, the FBI, 
at the urging of senior government 
officials, issued a report concluding that 
Oswald was the assassin and that he 
acted alone. The Bureau issued its report 
on the basis of a narrow investigation 


he had "lied about Oswald" in 1964. 
The committee found it "highly proba- 
ble that the Soviet government possessed 
information on Oswald that it has not 
provided the U.S. government," such 
as records of surveillance and KGB 
interviews with the ex-Marine radar 
operator during his stay in Russia. 

After the committee punctured 
Nosenko's credibility, the FBI began 
secretly re-evaluating Fedora's bona 
fides as a double agent for the Bureau. 
The Bureau subsequently discovered 
Fedora to be a triple agent who had 
never really switched his allegiance 
from the Soviet Union. Before the FBI 
could drop the net over him. he left his 
cover position with the Soviet entourage 


delayed a month. The puzzle is how 
Oswald learned of such sensitive infor- 
mation when his visa argument put him 
in a hostile atmosphere at the Cuban 
consulate. The only other sources for 
the information in Mexico City would 
have been the CIA. which earlier had 
circulated a memo stating Azcue would 
leave in October, and the Soviet Em- 
bassy, where Oswald is known to have 
talked only to Kostikov. 

If Oswald learned about Azcue’s 
departure from Kostikov and not from 
the CIA, it raises speculation about what 
really was said between the pair. On the 
other hand, a 300-page report published 
by the House Assassinations Committee 
in 1979, entitled "Lee Harvey Oswald, 
the CIA and Mexico City." remains 




Two years later the pages that dis- 
cussed Oswald’s refusal to take the lie 
detector test were omitted from the FBI 
report of the interview given the Warren 
Commission. And John W. Fain, the 
agent who wrote the report, did not 
disclose Oswald's refusal to be 
polygraphed when he later testified 
before the Warren Commission, the 
Senate Intelligence Committee said, 
"despite detailed questioning by com- 
mission members ... as to the 
discrepancies in Oswald’s statements 
and Fain’s reactions to them.” 

Other potentially important evidence 
which never reached the Warren Com- 
mission was Oswald’s Minox — a 
miniature camera often used for espio- 
nage work — loaded with exposed film. 
Dallas police found the German-made 
camera in a search of Oswald’s old 
Marine seabag after the assassination 
and listed it in their inventory of 
Oswald's property. 

The Minox camera subsequently was 
listed in the FBI’s inventory when Dallas 
police turned over all the property to 
the Bureau four days after the assassina- 
tion. However, one day later, after the 
property was delivered to the FBI 
laboratory in Washington, the camera 
item was changed to read “Minox light 
meter.” The FBI also tried 
unsuccessfully to pressure Dallas police 
into reporting a light meter in place of 

“The thing we got at Irving out of 
Oswald’s seabag was a Minox camera, 
no doubt about it,” said Gus Rose, the 
Dallas police detective who found it. 
“They [FBI] tried to get me to change 
the [police inventory] records because 
it was a camera, i don’t know why 
they wanted it changed, but they must 
have had some motive for it.” 

Later the FBI introduced a Minox 
camera into the records as being found 
during the Oswald property search, but 
not as Oswald’s property. Under a 
Freedom of Information Act request in 
1978, the FBI released 25 photographs 
developed from two rolls of Minox film 
supposedly found among Oswald’s pos- 
sessions fifteen years earlier. More then 
twenty prints from one roll showed 
civilian scenes apparently in Europe. 
Five other prints from the second roll 
showed military instailatons either in the 
Far East or Central America. 

Another example of Oswald's photo- 
graphic ability was not revealed by the 
FBI until fourteen years after the 
assassination. Photos that Oswald took 
in Russia were referred to among 
thousands of pages of other FBI docu- 
ments declassified in 1977-8. The photo 
references were not stamped “CD," 
meaning they probably had not been 

Neither the photos themselves nor where 
the FBI found them have been released. 

A number of the photo descriptions, 
all in the Minsk area where Oswald 
iived, were of military establishments 
and other sensitive sites more of interest 
to an espionage agent than a sightseer. 
Hoover once told the Warren Commis- 
sion that an “espionage training school” 
was located in the Minsk area. 

In Dallas while working in a typeset- 
ting and photography shop after his 
return from Russia, Oswald was seen 
trying to enlarge a photo of a “military 
headquarters" building in Minsk taken 
with a "small camera,” according to 
fellow employee Dennis Ofstein. 
Oswald told Ofstein guards at the 
building "were armed with weapons and 
ammunition and had orders to shoot any 
trespassers or anyone trying to enter the 
building without permission. ’’ After the 
assassination. FBI agents showed 
Ofstein and other employees a photo of 


a leather pouch that Oswald might have 
used to conceal a miniature camera. 

In 1964, Oswald’s knowledge of 
sophisticated espionage equipment was 
made public only because Ofstein men- 
tioned it during his Warren Commission 
testimony. Oswald talked in detail about 
the geographical disbursement of Soviet 
military units, Ofstein said, and intro- 
duced him to the term "microdot. ’’ 
Ofstein said Oswald described microdots 

messages and pictures of diagrams” by 
photographically reducing them to a dot 
and placing them “under a [postage] 

The FBI’s only written account about 
Oswald’s life in Russia during the period 
from January 1960 to March 1961 was 
Oswald's “historic diary” found among 
his personal effects after the assassina- 
tion. Handwriting experts told the House 
Assassinations Committee in 1978 that 
the diary was written by Oswald but on 
the same paper and in a continuous 
pattern in one or two sittings. 

The committee also noted the dates 
and events described in the diary on 
occasion occurred after the time Oswald 
purportedly wrote about them. Oswald's 
Russian-born wife testified he brought 
the diary with him when he returned to 
the United States in 1962, making it a 
forgery done in Russia. 

Oswald, however, was straddling 
both sides of the intelligence fence in 
the finsd months before the assassins- 
tion. During the summer of 1963, just 
before this trip to Mexico City, he 
actively tried to join the anti-Castro 
Cuban exiles at their CIA-supported 
guerilla training camp near New Or- 

Orleans chapter of the pro-Castro Fair 
Play for Cuba Committee out of the 
same building housing the office of 
former Chicago FBI chief W. Guy 
Banister, a rabid anti-Communist. The 
FBI was later to mislead the Warren 
Commission by listing Banister’s office 
as the side entrance to the building 
whose main address was stamped on 
some of Oswald’s FPCC leaflets. 

Banister, a major force behind the 
Cuban exile anti-Castro movement in 
New Orleans, was aware of Oswald’s 
FPCC operation in an office directly 
above his, according to his secretary. 
Delphine Roberts said she interviewed 
Oswald in the summer of 1963 for a 
position of "undercover agent” in 
Banister's private detective agency. 

When Roberts saw Oswald distribut- 
ing FPCC literature on the street, 
Banister assured her “ ’not to worry 
about him. He’s a nervous fellow, he’s 
confused. He’s with us.’ ” 

At that time. Banister had kept his 
former FBI contacts current, according 
to Roberts, “and was still working for 
them." “I know he and the FBI traded 
information due to his former associa- 
tion," she said, "and I think he received 
funds from the CIA. I know he had 
access to large funds at various times 
in 1963." 

Another man whose office was to the 
rear of Banister’s at 544 Camp St., 
Roberts said, was David W. Feme. 
Ferrie. a contract operative for the CIA, 
trained pilots for the Bay of Pigs 
invasion of Cuba launched from Guate- 
mala in 1 96 1 . She said Ferrie talked with 
Oswald at the offices "as if he knew 
him. I won’t say intimately.” She also 
recalled the two once 'taking rifle 
practice together at an anti-Castro 
training camp near New Orleans. 

Another Banister secretary. Mary 
Brengel. doesn't recall seeing Oswald 


in the offices “but very little was 
explained to me and there were many 
locked files and kind of an air of 
secrecy.” She remembers rifles propped 
up against the wall of Banister’s office 
"and how they talked over different 
qualities (of the weapons) in hushed tons 
over long hours. And as of the day of 
the assassination those guns were gone 
and were never back in the office 

Before Oswald joined the Banister 
operation — none of which the FBI said 
it could confirm — he worked at a coffee 
company in New Orleans owned by 
William Reily, a financial supporter of 
the Free Guba Committee, a militant 
right-wing, anti-Castro group with CIA 
connections. Oswald made friends with 
Adrian Alba, an avid gun collector and 
manager of an auto storage garage next 
door to the coffee company. 

One summer day in 1963. Alba said 
he saw Oswald leave the coffee company 
and receive an envelope from an FBI 
agent through the window of one of the 
government cars /from Alba’s garage. 
Oswald and the iame green Studebaker 
had another “timed rendezvous” about 
two days later at the same location. Alba 
said, but there "was just something said, 
rather than exchanged. ” He said the FBI 
agent was driving a Secret Service car 
from his garage because no FBI cars 
were available at the time. The man had 
shown Alba credentials as an FBI agent 
from Washington “who was flown down 
and needed a vehicle.” 

Later Oswald was arrested while 
distributing pro-Castro FPCC literature 
in downtown New Orleans. From his 
jail cell, Oswald told a New Orleans 
police intelligence officer he “was 
desirous of seeing an agent (of the FBI] 
and supplying to him information with 
regard to his activities with the FPCC 
in New Orleans," according to an FBI 
report declassified in 1977. Agent John 
Quigley talked to Oswald for ninety 
minutes and left with little information 
other than FPCC iiterature, some of 
which was stamped with the 544 Camp 

O NE OF the most significant FBI 
secrets was Hoover’s decision 
not to reveal to the Warren 
Commission the CIA plots to assassinate 
Castro. The plots were initiated three 
years before the Kennedy assassination 
— using organized crime figures — and 
were continuing to the very day of JFK’s 
death. FBI headquarters in Washington 
did not even disclose information about 
the Castro plots to field agents involved 
in the Kennedy assassination investiga- 

President Johnson, in 1967, caused 
some uneasiness in FBI top ranks when 
he learned of the Castro plots and 
allegations that Castro may have retali- 
ated against Kennedy. Johnson had an 
aide, Marvin Watson, direct the FBI to 
investigate the matter, but the Bureau 
did little more than conduct a cursory 
interview of the Washington lawyer who 
had passed on the allegations from some 
organized crime clients. 

Thirteen years after the assassination 
the Senate Intelligence Committee stated 
it was "still unclear" why senior 
officials of the FBI and CIA permitted 
the Kennedy assassination investigation 
to go forward and the Warren Commis- 
sion "to reach its conclusion without all 
the relevant information." One year 
earlier the American public had its "first 
peek at FBI deception in the assassina- 

The Dallas Times Herald revealed in 
1975 that Oswald had made a peculiar 
contact with the FBI office in Dallas 
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A secretary in the office recalled that 
Oswald left a threatening note to “blow 
up” the building if agent Hosty didn’t 
stop “bothering" Oswald’s wife. Hosty 
insisted the note contained no threat of 
violence — that Oswald indicated he 
would "take appropriate action and 
report this [Hosty’s conversations with 
Mrs. Oswald] to the proper authorities. ” 
Whatever Oswald threatened in the 
note, we have no record of the FBI 
arresting or questioning him as a result. 
Nor any record of the note itself. Hours 
after Jack Ruby killed Oswald, Hosty 
said he was ordered by FBI superiors 
to secretly destroy the note. 

By 1977, the FBI was not a welcome 
guest when the House Assassinations 
Committee began its probe. The 
investigative legwork was done by 
private investigators hired by the com- 
mittee. When the panel’s term expired 
at the end of 1978, it recommended that 
the Justice Department [hence the FBI] 
evaluate and examine the committee's 
evidence to determine whether to carry 
the investigation further. 

T HE REST is about to be history. 
The Justice Department is ex- 
pected to deliver its report to 
House Speaker Thomas P. “Tip" 
O’Neill at the end of the year, and it 
doesn’t look good for conspiracy theo- 

Eieven years after Hoover’s death, his 
ghost still hovers over matters of 
Kennedy’s assassination. G. Robert 
Blakey, former chief counsel for the 
House Assassinations Committee, is 
chagrined over what he expects from 

“The FBI or Justice Department are 
taking no additional steps in our investiga- 
tion,” Blakey said. “I have been in 
contact with people I know in the 
Bureau. And they don’t intend to do 
anything." 

Blakey 's major evidence — an acous- 
tical test purporting to show that two 
people fired four shots at Kennedy in 
Dealey Plaza — has turned into the 
committee’s Frankenstein. The Justice 
Department submitted the test for an 
evaluation by a pane! of experts chosen 
by the National Science Foundation. 

Without being asked, the FBI in 1980 
conducted its own evaluation and with 
much fanfare announced the 
committee’s test to be invalid. The NSF 
panel, however, last year declared the 
FBI evaluation invalid but also con- 
curred that the committee’s acoustical 
findings were invalid. 

Blakey said the Justice Department 
and FBI “are going to accept the NSF 
panel report and go on about their 
business. They got something that is 
inconsistent with us and that is great; 
now they want to quit. There’s no profit 
in it for them. They can’t solve this case 
now. I think there’s virtually no chance 
that you would identify, apprehend and 
convict the other participants [in addi- 
tion to Oswald], The case is just too 
old to solve, in the sense of indictments 
and convictions. 

“The only thing the Justice Depart- 
ment would get out of doing the 
additional science [tests] is either the 
satisfaction of saying that the committee 
was wrong on the acoustical analysis, 
or the embarrassing fact that we have 
now proven that the Warren Commis- 
sion scientifically was wrong, and the 

"If they did the investigation them- 
selves and if it came in and showed two 
shooters, they would have to admit 
conspiracy. And then admit they 
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A scene that never will be forgotten 


By KATHRYN BAKER 
And SCOTT McCARTNEY 

A ustin Miller remembers. So does 
demon Johnson. And Harold Nor- 
man. And Earle Brown. They 
were there. They saw John F. Kennedy 
g killed on Nov. 22, 1963. 
oj Forgetting has been difficult for Austin 

Miller, a railyard worker in 1963, had 
walked over to Elm Street on his lunch- 
break and was looking right at Kennedy 
when shots began to cftckle. 

At first he didn't realize what was hap- 
pening, he said. But when he saw a Secret 
Service agent jump onto the back of Ken- 
nedy’s limousine, he knew. 

“i’ve tried to forget all I could of it, but 
I still remember most of it," said Miller, 
25 at the time. “I guess you never forget 
it." 

Miller said he has told very few of his 
friends and co-workers that he was there 
when Kennedy was killed. 

“It’s nothing to be proud of to see 
something like that. I wish it never hap- 
pened,” he said. “I’ll always be ashamed 
of what happened." 

Clemon Johnson, 77, was an employee 
of the Union Terminal Railroad in 1963. 
Walking back to work from lunch, he and 
some buddies took an alternate route so 


they could glimpse the president as his 
motorcade passed by Dealey Flaza. 

They stood on the railroad overpass, 
above Kennedy's route. 

“That was the first president I had 
seen," Johnson said. 

l.ike dozens of other witnesses to the 
assassination, Johnson was called to tes- 
tify before the Warren Commission. He 

He said he was “within throwing dis- 
tance” of Kennedy when the shots were 
fired and the Warren Commission 
“grilled us as if we had done it." 

“1 never like to talk about it,” he said of 
having seen the incident. “I always just 
t-ry to ignore talking about it, because to 
me it was a sad event, not what we 
thought it would be — just see the presi- 

Earle V. Brown, then a Dallas police 
patrolman, was standing on a railroad 
bridge over Elm Street in Dealey Plaza 
on Nov. 22, 1963. He recalls that two hours 
before the president's motorcade passed 
through downtown Dallas, he had imag- 
ined seeing a gun protruding from a win- 
dow and hearing gunshots. 

Shortly after noon. Brown heard the 
real thing. 

“1 was down there early at about 10 
a.m. and I had this vision of a rifle stick- 
ing out of a window. It was very strange. 


Then I heard these shots," said Brown. 

"It was a premonition and it has al- 
ways really shook me up when I think of 
it. It was like someone was trying to tell 
me something" 

About two hours later. Brown said, he 
heard shots and saw two or three puffs of 
white smoke wafting toward the bridge. 

The president, he said, was lying in his 
wife's lap as the car passed beneath him. 

“I still sec that,” he said. 

Roy Sansom Truly gave Lee Harvey 
Oswald a job at the Texas School Book 
Depository and saw him in the building 
shortly after he saw Kennedy shot. 

Twenty years later, he refuses to talk 
about what he saw on Nov. 22, 1963. 

“That's something that was in the past 
and you don't talk about," Truly said po- 
litely. " Everybody.who was there has 
lived through it and that's all I want to 
say." 

Truly told the Warren Commission that 
he went outside the building to watch 
Kennedy’s motorcade, heard the shots 
and then went back inside and saw a po- 
lice officer. 

“The officer had his gun pointing at Os- 
wald," Truly told the commission. “The 
officer turned this way and said, ‘This 
man work here?' and 1 said ‘Yes.’ " 

When Harold Norman put it all to- 
gether — the gunshots he had heard from 


above, the debris falling into the hair of 
the man standing next to him and the 
president falling into his wife's lap — he 
knew he was as close to history as he 

Norman and two friends were standing 
at a fifth-floor window of the Texas 
School Book Depository, directly under- 
neath the window from which the fatal 
shots were fired. 

He was there because he worked there 
— with Lee Harvey Oswald. 

“I didn't see the gun barrel but I did 
see the debris that fell in one of my . ' ' 
friend's hair. I could hear a gun going off 
above us, and the debris fell each time 
there was a shot," Norman said. 

The debris was dust and tiny pieces of 
concrete broken loose by the concussion 
of the rifle, he said. 

“I sure do see that scene — sometimes 
pretty regularly. Sometimes I'U be driv- 
ing down the street and thinking about it," 
he said. “I can close my eyes and see 
President Kennedy again. One minute 
he's smiling and waving and then he's 
slumped back and wounded." 

Norman said he never believed a con- 
spiracy was involved in the assassination, 
but he also never fully believed his co- 
worker — Oswald — was the trigger man. 

“I won't say he did it," Norman said. “I 
just won't." 


BRIEFS.... On March 20, Billie Sol Estes told a 
Texas grand jury that he, LBJ, aide Cliff 
Carter and Mac Wallace had conspired to kill 
Federal agriculture official Henry Marshall in 
early 1961 because he was about to blow the 
whistle on Estes ' crooked business deals and 
link them to the vice president; Estes also 
revealed information about the killing - that 
only the gunman, Wallace, could have known (in 
1961 the death had been ruled a suicide). This 


is a major development because it could explain 
why JFK was going to dump LBJ in 196ip, perhaps 
even send him to jail with Estes - and that's 
a powerful motivation to have JFK killed; more 
in the next Coverups . . . . A new photo of the 
umbrella man and possible accomplice has been 
found in Dallas - the HSCA had it but never 
noticed the two men; you'll see it in the next 
issue in either May or June. 
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